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Applicant respectfully inquests reconsideration and wiHidravral of all grounds of 
rejection in the Office Action in light of the following remarks. Claims 1-6 remain 
pending in the application. Claims 1, 4 and 6 are independent claims. 

Applicant respectfully submits that in a telephone call made to the Examiner on 
April 11. ?m ib- ^ ff^- "^^^ Snmmarv She«^ wa.s disousapfl nnd ft ^va.s confirmed 
that the present action is a non-Final Action. 

Claims 1-3 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as allegedly being obvious 
over Masashi et al. (U.S. 5,574.714) ("Masashi") in view of Orban (U.S. 4,208,548). 
Claims 4-5 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C.§l03(a) as allegedly being obvious over 
Masashi in view of Orban and further in view of Ota et al. (U.S. 5,430,766) ("Ota"). 
Claim 6 stands rejected as allegedly being obvious Masashi in view of Orban and further 
in view of Kemiedy et al. (U.S. 4,213,129) ("Kennedy"). Applicant respectfiilly traverses 
this ground of rejection for the reasons indicated herein below. 

AppUcant respectfuUy requests reconsideration of all grounds of rejection. 
Applicant notes that with regard to the rejection of claims 1-3, the con>1?inatipn of 
Inferences would have failed tr> disclose or render obvious the pre sent obvious ft? time 
nf invention. »^ several of tbr. elements recit e ^ in the present claims m AQt MQ$e4 
ye^^ ^er^ obvioo« MA5»«bi and Orban . The addition of Ota or Kennedy to the 
combination still fails to sustain any of the rejections. 

In particular, the combination of Masashi and Orban fails (as a combination) to 
render any of the claims obvious at the time of invention. ^ page 3 of the Office Action 
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Masashi. i^nt .n.l. elements '^'H"''^ >>v Masashi (or Orban for that matter). 

Thus, the combination of references would have failed to render the claims obvious to an 

artisan at the time of invention. 

For example, with regard to the combination of Masashi and Orban. AppUcant 
.respectfully notes that Masashi merely discloses a peak value detector 12 detects a peak 
value and generates a signal for controlling a gain of an amplifier using the detected peak 
value technique. The combination of Masashi and Orban would have failed to render the 
claims obvious at least in this regard. 

In addition, the combination of Masashi and Orban fails to disclose, suggest or in 
any way render obvious the present claims, as the combination is silent regarding the 
recited exponential amplifier (such as exponential amplifier 23 (shown in HO. 2) as 
recited in the present claims. Masashi does not disclose the exponential amplifier as 
claimed for reducing a time delay for which the peak holder holds the peak value, in 
contrast to the assertion in the Office Action on page 3. Thus the combination of Masashi 
and Orban fail to render the claims obvious at least because of the aforementioned 
reasons. 

Masashi and Orban also would have foiled, as a combination, to render the present 
claims obvious, as the combination fails to disclose the peak holder for operating by 
using a very small time constant Thus in Masashi in combination with Orban Mis to 
render the present claims obvious at least for the foregoing reasons. 
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In contrast to the combiiution of rrfcrences, the presently claimed invention 
collectively considers various matters for rapidly controUing a variable gain amplifier 
(VGA) (for example item 21 in FIG. 2), including (1) a signal output firom clipper 22 as 
a source of a control signal input to VGA 21. and (2) the peak holder 24 exponentially 
amplifying an output of the clipper 22 in order to reduce a time required to bold the peak 
value, and (3) a device (peak holder 24) operating with a very small time constant in 

order to reduce setting time. 

Applicant respectfully submits that none of the combinations of references disclose 
or would have rendered the present claims obvious at the time of invention. 

Thus, for at least the above reasons, none of claims 1-3 would have been obvious 
to a person of ordinary skill in the art over the combination of references. Nor would a 
person of ordinary skiU in the art have found the recited elements, as combined in the 
claims, to have been obvious as being within the ordinary level of skill in the art (KSR 
Intemaiiomlv. Teleflex, 127 S.a. 1727, 82 USPQ2d 1385 (2007)). 

With regard to the rejections of claims 4, 5 and 6, Applicant respectfully submits 
that these claims are also believed to be allowable at least because of the reasons 
discussed above, and/or because of a separate basis for patentability. Individual 
consideration of each claim on its merits is respectfiilly requested. 

For all the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that all the present 
claims are patentable in view of the cited references. A Notice of Allowance is 
respectfiilly requested. 
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Should *e ExanJ^r deem that tae «e any «,ues «hich may b. best resolved 
by Klephone connnumeatio.., pl«« coi«act AppKcanfs m«iersign«l Attorney at the 
number listed below. 

Respectfully submitted, 
CHA ARBITER, LLC 



Date: June 26, 2008 



SC/sg 




Byr*^**Steve Cha 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 44,069 



Mail all correspondaice to: 

Steve Cha, Registration No. 44,069 
Cha&Reiter,LLC 
210 Route 4 East, #103 
Paramus,NJ 07652 
Tel: 201-226-9245 
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